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BEFORE THE
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF: )
)
ALLIED WIRELESS )

COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION )
d/b/a ALLTEL and HAMILTON ) No. 12-0691
COUNTY TELEPHONE CO-OP, )

Petitioner, )
Joint petition for )
approval of negotiated )
amendment of )

interconnection agreement )
pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 252 )

(E). )

Chicago, lllinois
January 7, 2013

Met, pursuant to adjournment, at 1:01 p.m.

in Conference Room S-801, 160 North LaSalle Street

Chicago, lllinois.

BEFORE:
Ms. Katina Baker, Administrative Law Judge



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

APPEARANCES:

MR. STEVEN DUKE,
(1001 Technology Drive,
Little Rock, Arkansas 72223),
stevenduke@awcc.com,
for the Petitioner,

Allied Wireless Communications Corporation

d/b/a Alltel;

MEYER CAPEL,

(306 West Church Street,
Champaign, lllinois 61826-6750,
(217) 352-0300), by:

MR. JOSEPH D. MURPHY,
jmurphy@meyercapel.com,

for the Petitioner,

Hamilton County Telephone Co-op;
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION,
(160 North LaSalle Street, Suite C-800,
Chicago, lllinois 60601-3104,

(312) 793-2877),
MS. CHRISTINE ERICSON,
cericson@icc.illinois.gov,

for the Staff.
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JUDGE BAKER: Pursuant to the authority of th
lllinois Commerce Commission, | now call Docket
12-0600, Allied Wireless Communication Corporation
d/b/a Alltel and Hamilton County Telephone Co-op.
This is a joint petition for approval for a
negotiated amendment to an interconnection agreeme

Will the parties please state their
names for the record?

MR. MURPHY: On behalf of joint petitioner,
Hamilton County Telephone Co-op, this is Joseph D.
Murphy, 306 West Church Street, Champaign, lllinoi
61820.

MR. DUKE: On behalf of joint petitioner,

Allied Wireless Communications Corporation, this i
Steven Duke, 1001 Technology Drive, Little Rock,
Arkansas, 72223.

MS. ERICSON: On behalf of commission staff,
Christine Ericson, 160 North LaSalle Street, Suite
C-800, Chicago, lllinois, 60601.

JUDGE BAKER: Okay.

And has staff had an opportunity to

review the amendment, the negotiated amendment?

nt.
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MS. ERICSON: Your Honor, on December 20,
counsel for Allied Wireless filed a notice of
withdrawal withdrawing the petition for approval o
the negotiated agreement in this docket. Staff di
not object or take a position on that notice. The
on December 21, counsel for Allied Wireless filed
joint petition in Docket 12-0691, which purported
correct corporate and regulatory paperwork. Becau
the petition in 12-0600 was withdrawn, staff did n
file anything in that docket. However, staff has
reviewed the joint petition of Docket 12-0691 and
served the verified statement of A. Olusanjo Omoni
Mr. Omoniyi recommends approval of the amendment
finding nothing discriminatory and nothing against
the public interest for Docket 12-0691. It's subj
to the post-approval requirement for cooperatives
that Hamilton file an amended current list of vali
interconnection agreements within five days from t
date of the approval of the amendment and that
Hamilton file a verified statement with the chief
clerk so that the chief clerk of the commission ca

place the amendment on the commission's website.
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view of that, I'll identify the verified statement

A. Olusanjo Omoniyi as found on commission e-docke
in Docket 12-0691 as Staff Exhibit 1 and move that

be admitted into record evidence. | note for the
record it was filed on January 4, 2013, at 2:34 p.

The tracking number is 145951. Thank you.

(WHEREUPON, the document was
marked Staff Exhibit 1 for

identification, as of 1/7/13.)

JUDGE BAKER: Is there any objection?

MR. MURPHY: No objection from Hamilton Count
Co-op.

MR. DUKE: No objection from Allied Wireless
Communications Corporation.

JUDGE BAKER: Having no -- there being no
objection, let the record reflect that Staff Exhib

1 is entered into the record.

of
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(WHEREUPON, the document marked
Staff Exhibit 1 for identificatio

was admitted into evidence.)

JUDGE BAKER: Additionally, just for
clarification purposes, although this docket was
called under Docket 1600 -- strike that -- 12-0600
as counsel for staff has explained, that docket
number -- the petition in that docket number was
withdrawn and this now is Docket 12-0691, that goi
forward is the amended corrected contents from Doc
12-0600, is that correct, by all of the parties?

MR. MURPHY: That's correct with Hamilton
County Telephone Co-op.

MR. DUKE: And it's correct from Allied
Wireless Communications Corporation.

MR. MURPHY:: Yes, your Honor.

JUDGE BAKER: Is there anything further from
Hamilton -- from either of the parties on line?

MR. MURPHY: No, your Honor. Nothing further
from Hamilton County Telephone Co-op.

MR. DUKE: And there's nothing from Allied

ng

ket
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Wireless Communications Corporation.
MS. ERICSON: Nothing further from staff.
JUDGE BAKER: Okay.
There being nothing further, the
docket will be marked heard and taken in 12-0691.
MS. ERICSON: Thank you.

JUDGE BAKER: Thank you.

(END OF PROCEEDINGS.)



